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COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION

AT RI CHVOND, OCTOBER 4, 2002
PETI TI ON OF
DAVENPORT EXCHANGE CUSTOVERS CASE NO. PUC- 2002- 00053
For Extended Local Service
fromVerizon Virginia Inc.'s
Davenport Exchange to its
Cl i ntwood Exchange

FI NAL ORDER

On March 21, 2002, tel ephone custoners in Verizon Virginia
Inc."s ("Verizon Virginia") Davenport Exchange petitioned the
State Corporation Comm ssion ("Conm ssion") for Extended Local
Service ("ELS") to the dintwod Exchange of Verizon Virginia.

On June 24, 2002, the Comnm ssion issued an Order Directing
Cost Study and Poll that, anong other things, directed Verizon
Virginia to prepare a cost study to estimte the approxi nate
change in the nonthly rates that would result fromthe requested
extension of | ocal service fromthe Davenport Exchange to the
Cl i ntwood Exchange. Verizon Virginia also was directed to pol
its Davenport Exchange custoners to determ ne whether a majority
of those custonmers are willing to pay an increase in rates for
extended local calling to the dintwod Exchange and to file the
results of its poll with the Comm ssion on or before Novenber 8,

2002.


http://www.state.va.us/scc/contact.htm#General

On May 10, 2002, the Comm ssion's Division of
Conmruni cations received a cost study from Verizon Virginia for
t he Davenport Exchange that was used to estinmate the change in
nonthly rates. On Septenber 4, 2002, Verizon Virginia filed the
results of its poll. Inits filing, Verizon Virginia noted that
1,203 ballots were mailed and 378, or 31.4% were returned. The
results further reflect that of the ballots returned, 165, or
43. 7% voted "yes," and 213, or 56.3% voted "no."

NOW THE COW SSI ON, upon consi deration of the matter, is of
the opinion and finds that because a nmajority of Davenport
Exchange custoners voted agai nst extension of |ocal service to
the Cintwod Exchange, the petition should be deni ed.

Accordingly, IT 1S ORDERED THAT:

(1) The petition is hereby deni ed.

(2) There being nothing further to be done in this matter,

this matter is hereby dism ssed.



